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Federal Communicamms Commission
The Commission should dismiss or deny the applicationq§?°mw3%““w

SUMMARY

Four Jacks Broadcasting, Inc. ("Four Jacks") for the following
reasons. First, the application is substantially incomplete and
should be dismissed because Four Jacks inexcusably misstated
crucial information concerning the height of a tower which it
owns. This misstatement also resulted in Four Jacks incorrectly
stating that no increase in height is required by its proposal
and that no FAA notification is necessary.

Four Jacks has also stated that it has reasonable assurance
of a suitable site when, in fact, the site specified in its
proposal is unsuitable for the intended purpose. The structure
on which Four Jacks proposes to mount its antenna would be
rendered unsafe by that action and a new tower must be built.
Operations from the proposed site also could cause interference
with aeronautical communications, other tower users (some of
which are FCC licensees) and with the FCC Monitoring Station in
Laurel, Md. Moreover, the site has not been approved by the FAA.
Finally, Four Jacks has failed to address the environmental
concerns related to construction at the site.

Four Jacks has also underestimated the cost of construction
and operation of the station. It has not taken into account the
necessity of building a new tower. Therefore, it has not
specified sufficient funds and thus, is not financially
qualified.

Finally, serious questions have been raised concerning Four

Jacks' character gqualifications.



